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This paper discusses ideologues, both o£ the far Left 
and the. far Right, and their influences on the Ainerican political 
structure and our "traditional pluralistic politics, whic)i is 
defined as the concept traditionally held in this countJ^ that 
politics function within a clash of interests, sectional cuid group, 
and that political decisions are best, understood as compromises 
between these clashing interests. -Our democratic society has 
difficulty coping with ideologues because they endanger pluralistic 
politics in three ways: by closing the political process to their 
opposition, by transfejnring essentially political conflicts into 
nonpoliticeJ. areas, and by impairing democratic discussion. .Furtljer, 
the overriding reason for the anti-pluralism of ddeologues is that 
they are more attached to their ideology than to the democratic 
process, an attachment demanded by the inteirtwining of the 
epistemology and personality. . (jRN) 
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THE DBfOCRAIIC ALBATROSS - 

The Anericftn poUtieal straeturo has never been eble to cope iflth 
ideologues* At every point idiere Aneric&n political colliqpse vaa iicndnent 
ideologues mre at the center of the controversy^ The country shattered 
violently on the ideol<^e*fueled slavery issiie; political eruptions wre 
sparked early in this century hy the Palmer raids j the Depression nurtured 
videly diverse ideological actors**£rc«i Neman Thomas to Father Cous^in 
to Huey Loqg to the Gomunist Party U»3Jl« to the Oerman-4sierican Bund; ^ 
the Fifties found us floundering in the morass of MeCarthyisni] and our 
avkmrd responses to the actions of contemporary ideologues««Ri^t and 
Left^ HLaek and Vlhite««merely demonstrate once more the difficulty th«y 
posa for our society* 

That ideologues plSQr havoc vith us is obvious | lAy they do so is less 
apparent* Political scientists generally explain that ideologrues taka 
positions based on morality, and morals are not adjudicable. Our folk 
phrases attest to the process^— "Tou canH do business vith the Devil,** 
•Tou oanH legislate morality," etc* 

Vithout denying that ideologues take moral stands, this explication 
seems incomple^^e and insufficient* First, it does not explain r/ihj sorw people 
ohoose empirical and pqycholc^cal stances that constrain then to frane 
essentially political issues in morctl terms* And secondly, it does not explain 
lAiy ideologues cause so much trouble in our polltictiL affairs • 

The first of these, why siome people perceive issues on a morality 
continuum, can best be ansvered by examining the epistemology and personality 
of ideologues* 

Ideologues have a basically anti*intelleetual epistemolonr in that 
thay trust their own intuitivv^ feelings more than they do the rules of 



logie. IbcmplMxr ot thii approach to retlity U th« fictwrno Mghtlitt 

He can r-:aort to blatant otor-ganertlialnf trcm 
liiate^r oTldMioa ha najr hata itarted ulth (If - 
an^)-.beeaa8e ha la not roatrietad \j tha ralaa 
tha raat of ua follow In arrlTing at gansraliaationa 

auoh nilaa aa tha unralirtility of arrirlnf at 
broad claiM on tha baaia of a alnyla eua. Ha 
can Iniulga openly in What tha raat of ua nigbt 
f aal naa patent diatortion of f acta—bacauae ha la 
siqjily aetii« on a different Mana of establ ltfiin c 
fasts. He la not bound by ordinary rulaa of 
InfareuBa in tyii« hla oonolualons to his obaarvatlona 
^fot ha rajeeta the ralaa of logic as affeetlim 
eheoka along tha roota to reality, ind alnea ha 
baa rejactad-both individuiUy and ooUaotlTily 
—thaaa atepa that the xaat of us ^tianr aasentiil 
to arriving at knoiOadga, ha obYiouily la not 
obligated to aeospt the knoaladgs si hate 
eatiAillahed thla say. He la thus ftree to dlmlaa 
altogether and out of hand, shat tha rest of ua 
aee aa dasoostrably true.* 

The eplat«Mlogy of tha Far Right la detanalned largely hy fundasant- 

allat philoaoplv concerning the nature of Qod and the nature of «». The 

Qod of the Far Right laore nearly approodsates tm srathfol Ood of tha Old 

Testament than the loTlng and forgiving Ood of the ««f Tasta»ant« 

This Qod la not only •splrically unknosable but 
fearfyilly oanipotent and an avanger. 

Thla Qod dasanda cosplete aubaerrlenee. The 
fundnentallst Qod dasanda abject oonf omity to a 
aet of apintual sandatea, not to sake fellow san'a 
lot batter on earth, but to atold his tangeanea 
eftar death. 

Qod's fearful oanlpotence aerve to reinforce a 
Sanaa of subserrianoe aaong reactionariea. Such 
sttbverlenoe inevitably leada to a fear reaction 
and a need for corUlnty. 5y hla natTnre, then, 
tha fondnentAlst Ood Is Qod of the frightened 
beUem «ho feala a need for abaoluta cerUiaJy^ 
a carUinty ao uaoharaoterlstic of this mrld.* 

Beliefs concerning the nature of nan llkesiae are central In detenalning 

Far Right eplsteaiologyt "Han Is an abject ainner under the Just condasnatloa 

of Ood. Han la baalcally suspacti nm la uatruatsorthyi san la etU."^ 



TlM wayi in i*iieh t«M two bslleft InternBaTi to produM the 

.A 

•pist«B61og7 of tho Far Rl|^ art obTloul. Qod ean not ba knova 
anpirioallx, i.e., throof^ the aenseaj Ha can only ba know through 
faith. The h«an «ho ao knowa Hla alao knowa Qod* a trothj that ia, 
balief laada to kno«QLedca. Furthar, beliaf ia tha onljr avenua to kno»- 
ladga beoauae othor aen,~inh8rantl3r avil, control all the conmnloatlon 
Mdla and because vithout knovledge of the ultiaato trath (the nature 
of Ood) leaser trutha ifUl be aiainterpretad. 

ZdeoloKuea of the Left, of course, do not ahara the apiatenology of 
the m^t, butt for other reasons they ahare the Far Right diatrust of 
the rolea of logic, preferring instead their o«n intuitlTi powrs. The 
mni-rational nature of ideological epiataa^logy nas epitoniied bgr tha 
alogan of the Right coneeraing 0oldvater*8 Candida^ in 196U* They said, 
"In your heart you know he»a right," and thoy neant the alogan aa a 
rafyitation of the "rational" argonenta against Which Ooldwatar waa 
pitting his conaenrati-fe stance. Mon-rationaliaM on the left can be found 
in their adamant stand in contending that the Viet Man war was being 
eonduetted for the benefit of Wall Street, a position trom which they 
nmr deTiated deapite the fast that the Market took a ditw with eadi 
e«aoalatioa of the war. The ijq>ortant point of these axaaplea ia that 
neither aide felt a coaomlsion to prote its cnsei they had arrived 
intuitively at the trveth and all that ranaixted waa to state it. 

This anti-intelleetual, pro^intuitive epistaaiology of ideologues is 
intlaataly related to peraonality orientations, eapeelally that orientation 
IcnoNn aa ethnoeentrian. The ideologue nay ba eharaeteriiad by his ethao- 
oentricity in that he rejeeta outgroupa and has trouble identifying with 



huMDlty* Oom Who !■ ethnoMiitrlc regards his oim froup with an alnost 
nationallstie farinr and rtgarda those not In his group as an extra— 
nationalist would regard a foreigner. "A prliwry characteristic of 
ethnocentric ideology is the ynerality of outgroup rejection. It is 
as if the ethnocentric indiiridual feels threatened her »ost of the 
grovpB to itiioh he does not hate a sense of belonging | if a gnvp is 
not aeoeptable» it is alien." 

The integrating of ideological ethnooentrioity vith the epistenology 
of ideologues is apparent. If you ha-w rejected the rul«s of logic as 
a aeans of testing the ideas of another, you are only left with one 
remaining atandard— your oun ideas* Thus, if the other agrees with you 
he is a ftrlendi if he disagrees, an enngr. Bthnocentrlcity coalesces 
with non-rational epistanology, which explains the Far Right* s 
predilecticn for the old House Unaaerican ActlTities Co«mittee and the 
Far Left's contention, "If you're not part of the solution, you're part 
of the proMem," There can he no aiddle ground, no honestly uneoMaitted 
personsi as far as the ideologue is concerned, you're either for hl« or 
against hla. To ideologues, then, all issues are ■oral«-either because 
of the natur* of the issue itself or because the act of taking stands 
on issues is the only way an indiildual can prow his fealty to the group. 

Xnowinf that ideologuea are anti*rational and ethnocentric we can 
begin now to answMP our second question— itiiy they cause so much trouble 
in our political affairs. And the major answer seems to be that their 
epiit«ology and personality lead theai to oppose traditional pluralistic 
politics. By "traditional pluralistic politics" we refer to the concept 
that Aaerlean polities have traditionally been carried on through the 



olaah of Interests^ seetloiiil tad gtmxp and xlhMt polltloal dtoisiona tn 
bast underatood as dcaqprcndaea batvaan thaaa elaahlng intaraata* Thia 
pltiraliatlc proaaaa la dlraotly oppoaad to Idaological polltloa* Amthar 
naar of axplaintng tha aana thing nould ba to aagr that Americana traditionally 
hava baan nora davotad to tha pluraliatia (or danooratic) prooaaa than 
to 9xsjr ona gitan aolution or aat of aolutiona* -Vot ao tha idoologuaa^ 
and thia ia praciaaly vhat ia naant vhan it ia contandad^ "axtraniata ara 
• • • dangeroua aivply bacauaa thair loyaltiaa ara not to tha danooratic 
procaaa**^ 

Thia anti^pluraliam of idaologuaa ia axpraaaad in threa distinct 
iftys that tha largar aociaty haa troubla coping vithi (l) tha/ cloaa 
tha political procasa to thair oppoaition^ (2) thaj cany political 
conflicta into non-politioal aranaa^ and (3) thojr impair pluraliatio 
diacuaaion* 

Joaaph B» Quafiald indicataa that attanpta to cloaa tha political 
procaaa to tha oppoaition ara tjfpical of cxtreniat groupat ''Politioa ia 
haXd to ba tha lagitinata araa of conflict for aona^ but not for all 
groupa» Both Paaciam and Conmnifln hmn Mda thia a comarstona of tha 
political atructura aa mil aa a tanat of their nofanant*"^ Thia facat 
of tha Far Rij^t ia nail know* Thay ara Tiolently oppoaad^ for inatanca^ 
to aUoning Coeamniata to apaak on collage eampuaaa« They attanpt to 
intiaidata thair oppoaition into silanca^ oftron throud^ nane«calling» 
Whan Arthur Schlaalngar^ Jr. dabatad a rapraaantativa of tha Roaaiaii 
dalagation to tha Iftiitad Mationa at tha Uniireraity of Kanaaa^ ri([^)t«i9lng 
idaologuaa aponaorad a bill in tha Kanaaa lagialatura prohibiting 
Comudata frm apaaklng on caKpua* Thair rationalat idiat ia tha aanaa 



of hftTinf tvo Conraunists debat* one another? Farther, Roberts and Lewin- 
conclude that «. • the extreme right is attempting to intlaidate all 
ambora of the news media nho raiae any qpieetion uncomfortable to th« 
rlghtitts,*'' The Left engages in the sane process yUam. students refoss 
to alloif Armed Forces representatlTas on campus to recruit, or wake so 
much noise that « ^sUbUshment leader* can not make himself heard. At 
a recent National Peace Action Coalition contention at Ranter Golleft, 
SJ>.S. members Aouted doim Senator Vance Hartke as he attempted to 
speak out against the nar, not because of disagreament iilth his. stand 
on the issue but because of his general support of BsUWlshmenk politics. 

Obfiously, attempts to silence the opposition sre troubling becauss 
they occasionally are successful— and in this they are not much different 
fr<« the silencii« effect stemmiiig ftrom the pronouncements of a Vios 
President Uho dichotodies the country into patriotic Americans tersus 
"an effete coips of Impudent snobs," Any time « citiaen of a pluralistic 
society is intlid-dated into nilence, his citiienshlp has been ImpAftvsd 
and the intelligence he mi^it have brought to the public arena has been 
lost to society. This dual effect indlcatea the danger in allowing 
ideologues to close the political process to their opposition. 

The second expression of the anti-pluralism of ideologuos is that 
they carry political controTersy outside the sphere of politics. They 
" , . , attempt to carry on social and economic conflicts outsid* of 
political institutions although the confinement of conflict to politics 
marks a cardinal principle of democratic politics • , ," Whether *v is 
a matter of transferring poUtics into the arena of pt&lic education 
at la the firing of Communist Party meiriber Angela Davis, blacklisting 



7. 

perfontert into 8ll«no« as in the HoUsrwood Ten eaM, or placing, eeonosdo 
boycotti on bosineases nhich do not hew their ideological line (Polish 
hms and Russian iR>dka$, the Far Rif^t demonstrates Its sntl<^luraliai in 
non<i>olitical realms. Other ideologues do likewise* The S.D.S. presents 
Its non-negotiable polltioal denuids to educators at GoluHbia Unlvorsity, 
Ibttsg Lords denand raparations fron the Riverside Church, and the Ku Klux 
dan operates against praoticalljr every kind of Integrated eoononie 
enterprise* 

Ideologues also demonstrate their opposition to pluralisB by iiq)siring 
deawcratic discussion tiirough their att6'.pts to silence their oppositim, 
support private and public cenaorship, and monopolise the coaammlcation 
of their adherents with Tolundnous publications o£ their own. As long as 
they do not have political control of the country they can not fuUy 
realise any of these goals| however, they still can hamper donocratic 
discussion and thus the quality of pluralistic politics \iy creating an 
atmosphere of distznist* 

Ideologues generate distrust of our leaders and of citisens «hc k>ss 
then. The semantics of distrust are rampant in oontaaiporary society— 
ths "ConsTmps" of the Far Right, the "Pigs" of the Far Left, the "niggers" 
of the S«gx«g>^ioi>i*^*» "hoiikys" of the Black Xilitants, along with 
the euphemlaM of more moderate partisans, such as "the breakdoMn of law 
and order," "the liberal (or Bastam) establisteent," "the milltarx-industrial 
conqplex," and that most general of all the phrases, "you can*t trust anybody 
over thirty," 

Virginia Lewis doctrnMUts the effect of this distrust upon democratic 
discussions *'«hen a laz)ge number of citisens of any country come profoandly 



to dlatroat iim highest offlolals of their govenmnt, the politieal 
ooneeneus that is the necessary foundation for any dsMOoratio represent* 



politioal self-fulfilling propheoyi the Qervian experience of the 1920* s 
9 

is an exaAple*^ Treating the opposition as disloyal or not worthy of 
consideration destroys the foundation of pluralistic politics* That iSf 
if pluralism seans ca ipronise between contending interests, that 
compromise csn only be acoomplished in an atmosphere lAiere each interest 
accepts the legitimacy of the opposing interests* Sogagixii in the 



semantics of distrust makes compromise impossible by closing the door to 
discussion between contending interests* Ideologues endanger pluralistic 
politics by destroying the possibility of comunicatlve interdhange«»the 
essential requirement of compromise* 

In sunory, ideologues are difficult to cope with because they 
endanger pluralistic politics in three ways: (1) by closing the political 
process to their opposition, (2) by transferring essentially political 
Conflicts into non^litical asreas, and (3) Iqr impairing democratie 
discussion* The overriding reason for the anti-pluralism of ideologues 
is that they are more attached to their ideology than they are to the 
democratic process, an attachment demanded by the successful integration 
of a non*rational epiatemology and an ethnocentric peirsonality structure* 

Oscar Oaaa explains, through analogy, lAiy ideologues are not enthralled 
with the daaocratic procassi "I know that democracy is a technique for 
reaching agreement, but it in turn rests upon a measure of agreement* It 
is, of course, foxwiUy true that, if only you agree on the technique of 
getting decisions, you donH have to agree on the outcome* But that is 



stive gov^^mment is impaired* Such distrust can become a fom of 
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Mr»l7 lite Mylnf that paopU cn rlcb on tto mm bos •t«n if thty wtah 
to get off at dlffartnt plao^^ • Ttaa plMts auat not ba too difforent^-* 
or olao thay hai^i to aat a nJiua on riding bayoni that of getting to 
thair daatinationa^*^ To axtand tha analogyi the threat to our society 
poaad bx the anti«^lurali«i of ideologuei ia lass that tht^ are aoma 
diagruntled riders than that they ml^t pressure the q^f^okholders of the 
eospany into rerouting the bus* 
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